Tristan Lawrence
471 Vanderbilt Ave
Apt. 3D
Brooklyn, NY 11238
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Conmmnission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T urge the Federal
Communications Commission 1o vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I cwrrently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? | value
imovative devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do 1have as a consummer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Tristan Lawrence



Ron Lee
5392 Old Dairy Court
Bonita, CA 91902
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer antl consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,

Ron Lee



Jordan Wagner
1307 Gienshire St.
Salina, KS 67401

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell;

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast televiston in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were buiit to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jordan Wagner

e ey = A o



Mark W. Alexander
8208 Steeplechase Blvd
Orlando, FL. 32818

Chairman Michael . Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Broadcast television uses a public resource — the airwaves. The FCC bears the burden of managing that
public resource for the benefit of it's owners: The citizens of the United States.

The "broadcast flag" is not in the interest of the citizens. In fact, it gives license to media interests to control
when and how information carried over the public airways are viewed. This gives the broadcast media
industry far too much control over how citizens make use of the public airwaves.

Consider presidential debates. In an economy with a 24x7 workforce, only a minority of the citizenry may be
able to view the debates at the time of the broadcast. With the advent of the VCR and court rulings validating
a citizens right to "time shift” and "space shift" boradcast materials, those debates can be recorded for viewing
at a fime and place more convenient for voters.

The broadcast flag gives broadcasters the ability to prevent such use, effectively constraining the flow of
important information to the American public.

The broadcast flag is NOT about reducing or eliminating copyright violations. The typical home recorder does
not record broadcast shows for sale or distribution. They record broadcast shows for convenience and to
preserve information. The courts have validated that this is a fair use of copyright materials. The broadcast
industry is proposing the implementation of the broadcast flag to bypass what the courts have already ruled is
fair use under copyright law in order to extend their bottom line. Conswmers that have made personal use
copies of broadcast shows have no need to go out and buy the series on DVD. THAT is what the broadcast
industries do not like.

Not only have the courts validated home copying as a fair use activity, but the FCC rules currently require that
all broadcast media be broadcast un—encrypted, or "in the clear™. The broadcast flag is a way to bypass this
regulation. By broadcasting information in an un—encrypted form, but applying technology to prevent its
reproduction or redisplay without the content producer’s authorization by—passes the intent of the ban on
encryption: That use of the public airways be available to the entire public without restriction.

If the broadcast industry is concermed about copyright infringement, they need to take the war to the real
enemy: The professional copyright infinger. These are usually overseas operations that make infinging copies
by the thousands for sale and distribution either before the media outlet makes their product available or at
locations where the the outlet does not make it available. In order to fight that battle, the media industry must
engage in both aggressive legal copyright protection and change their business and distribution model so their
original product can compete more effectively. By making the original product available in a more timely
manner and with broader distribution, the media industry could put the professional infringers out of business.
No one will purchase an inferior copy, if a superior quality and authorized version is available at the same
time and a comparable price.



Further, the application of the ban on encryption and mandated public availability only applies to
BROADCAST content. If media producers wish to encrypt or otherwise "protect” their product, the answer is
simple: Do not broadcast it. The cable and satellite mediums consist of privately owned circuits where
encryption or broadcast flags or any other technology the media industry wants can be deployed. The
Amgrican citizens have no "right” to access content over private media.

They do, however, have that right for anything that travels over the airwaves. The broadcast spectrum is a
public commons and "we the people” retain all rights over who uses them and how.

The recent FCC decisions regarding the broadcast industry is becoming an embarrassment to that agency. Its
decision on media consolidation rules created such a public outcry that congress had to intervene to impose
the will of the people. The FCC's decision to classify the cable industry as an "information provider” instead
of a "telecommunications provider" has been overturned in court and, I believe, will also not withstand the
public scrutiny should the agency pursue an appeal of that decision.

If the FCC endorses the use of the broadcast flag over the public airways, it will eventually become crystal
clear to the American public just exactly who the FCC really represents. The broadcast flag is currently not
well understood by the public, however, T assure you that when Mr. Average Joe Citizen tapes the Superbowl
while he's at work, only to find out that the FCC has allowed the broadcasting network to prevent him from
viewing it at a later time, he WILL be accutely aware of its impact and outraged at the decision that allowed

It

Save the agency the embarassement of another public revolution against its decision and protect the broadcast
medium from industry control. Deny the use of the broadcast flag or any technology that restricts public
access to the PUBLIC airwaves.

Sincerely,

Mark W. Alexander

Sincerely,

Mark W. Alexander



Daena M. Creel
PO Box 85
141 Main ST
York Springs, PA 17372
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell;

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” 1 am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. I expect to be able to watch a program in
whatever room I choose, not to be limited by the broadcast flag to watch in one place. If video taping a show
is a fair use, then fair use should also include the freedom to watch a show in the bedroom or in the living
room, as I choose.

In addition, with the high cost of new digital equipment, I should be able to purchase one digital display to use
for both my computer and my television viewing. I can't invest in a $4,000 television, and a wide, digital
computer monitor, but a combined viewer would be more in line with my budget. These devices are already
available, and I should be able to use an item for more than one purpose if I so desire.

I do not understand how "free television” could be so restricted. The law states that using a VCR for
time—shifting broadcast television shows is a fair use. How can restricting my fair use be approriate? I
completely disagree with the entire concept, and strongly urge the FCC to oppose this regulation.

Sincerely,

Daena M. Creel



Kimberly Martin—Mubasu
13717 Auturmn Vale Ct
Chantilly, VA 20151

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell;

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts. [ hate that I have lost the option
of viewing on demand films on my computer using Intertainer.com and 1 would hate to lose my future
viewing options as a result of this regulation.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Martin—Mubasu


http://Intertainer.com

Christopher Muellenbach
510 75th Street Southeast
Unit 103
Everett, Washington 98203
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumner of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to-room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital televiston, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Christopher Muellenbach



Robert Killingsworth
3024 Ross Road
Palo Alto CA 94303

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is in neither my interest nor the public interest.

I'refer you to Prof. E. Felten's testimony to Congress on this issue. He exlains cogently why the FCC should
refrain from technological mandates in this area.

Sincerely,

Robert Killingsworth



Matthew Wells
PO Box 8395
Austin, TX

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:.

As a broadcast television viewer and eonsumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Comimission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. Tt will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Matthew Wells



Todd Lee
5392 Old Dairy Court
Bonita, CA 91902
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Cormnmission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

"The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Todd Lee



Anji Wiley
5921 N Oracle Rd #141
Tucson, AZ 85704
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers ta
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equiprment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Anji Wiley



Mark W. Alexander
8208 Steeplechase Blvd
Orlando, FL 32818

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:.

Broadcast television uses a public resource — the airwaves. The FCC bears the burden of managing that
public resource for the benefit of it's owners: The citizens of the United States.

The "broadcast flag” is not in the interest of the citizens. In fact, it gives license to media interests to control
when and how information carried over the public airways are viewed. This gives the broadcast media
industry far too much control over how citizens make use of the public airwaves.

Consider presidential debates. In an economy with a 24x7 workforce, only a minority of the citizenry may be
able to view the debates at the time of the broadcast. With the advent of the VCR and court rulings validating
a citizens right to "time shift" and "space shift” boradcast materials, those debates can be recorded for viewing
at a time and place more convenient for voters.

The broadcast flag gives broadcasters the ability to prevent such use, effectively constraining the flow of
importtant information to the American public.

The broadcast flag is NOT about reducing or eliminating copyright violations. The typical home recorder does
not record broadcast shows for sale or distribution. They record broadcast shows for convenience and to
preserve information. The courts have validated that this is a fair use of copyright materials. The broadcast
industry is proposing the implementation of the broadcast flag to bypass what the courts have already ruled is
fair use under copyright law in order to extend their bottom line. Consumers that have made personal use
copies of broadcast shows have no need to go out and buy the series on DVD. THAT is what the broadcast
industries do not like.

Not only have the courts validated home copying as a fair use activity, but the FCC rules currently require that
all broadcast media be broadcast un—encrypted, or "in the clear”. The broadcast flag is a way to bypass this
regulation. By broadcasting information in an un—encrypted form, but applying technology to prevent its
reproduction or redisplay without the content producer's authorization by-passes the intent of the ban on
encryption: That use of the public airways be available to the entire public without restriction.

If the broadcast industry is concemed about copyright infringement, they need to take the war to the real
enemy: The professional copyright infinger. These are usually overseas operations that make infinging copies
by the thousands for sale and distribution either before the media outlet makes their product available or at
locations where the the outlet does not make it available. In order to fight that battle, the media industry must
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October 15, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D,C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television, If you issue this mandate, youwill be telling consumners that innovation and individual rights do not

matter, protecting copynght of Hollywood giants is all that counts. If a "save Hollywood" bit is required on TV,
1 for one will not be buying onel

I don't tell them how to make movies, they can't tell me how to watch TV. If they don't like the market, for
god's sake, have them stay out of itl

I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast
flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rich Salz

49 Searle Street
Georgetown, MA 01833
USA
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October 15, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferlor functionatity.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other

equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
teohnology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Phillip Karlsson

280 Park Ave S Apt 15F
New York, NY 10010
UsSA
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Qctober 15, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washlhgton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television, As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' ablliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlhg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily refleet what consumenrs iike me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincersly,

Frank Suracl

PO Box 66
Scranton, PA 18504
Usa



gary glaser
359s. kalamazoo mall

kalamazoo, mi
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comrmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways | haven't even thought of? T value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me 1o dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

gary glaser



Brandon Light
11800 Green Hill Dr.
Hagerstown, MD 21742
Chairmman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
wotld consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—7for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies anl computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Brandon Light



Jennifer Bunner
924 East Dayton St., Apt 3
Madison, WI 53703
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video [ have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—~to—place.

The broadcast flag wilt also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or frain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can [ expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer 1o buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Bunner



Jobn Zirjax
115 Verdant
San Antonio, TX 78209
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comimunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washinpton, D:C20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

Don't let the movie industry comrol my TV. Let the digital revolution in television empower the OWNERS
OF THE TELEVISIONS not the movie industry and the broadcast industry. 1t'they don't want to allow
recording and time shifting of their programs, then let them keep their material OFF THE AIR.

Why ghonld my equipment hecome someoneaelse's agent? T want total control of MY STIUIFF.

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T urge the TFederal
Commuuications Commmission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag." T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadcast flay is neftirerin tuydrerestoo the pablic’s nute esiLi wilt preven e frou watcliiog digival
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast teigvision—rfor exampie, it wili restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcagt flag will aleo lock out my computer ag a way to watch my favorite shows on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. The benefits of digital television
arc lost when it is less flexible than cnafog televisica—this moans that my cemputer should interact with
digital telovigion content and my other consumer-elcctronics at least as-well as-it-eurrently does with-analog
television

Frurtharmnra if remputare canmnt fesely racsive digital talavician_hoas can T avpact rragtive davelapare tn
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of. I value, |
innovative devices like TiVo and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they were built to
open standards using inexpensive, off—-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

John Ziriax



Eliot Freidson
1950 Clay St., #302
San Francisco, CA 94109
Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Michael K. Powell:

I urge the Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am
outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation that would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video [ have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows on a plane or train, or
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. If computers cannot freely
receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to discover new devices that enable me to use
content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of. I value innovative devices like TiVo and the Windows
Media Center PC, which exist today because they were built to open standards using inexpensive,
off—the—shelf computer parts.

What compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier picture is
hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer equipment.
As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television transition by
opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Eliot Freidson
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